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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 December 2006 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [3 Claim(s) 1-28 and 30-38 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-28 and 30-38 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) __ is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)K1 The drawing(s) filed on 19 April 2001 is/are: a)£3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Continued Examination Under 3 7 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 18 December 2006 has been entered. 

2. All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the entry of 
the submission under 37 CFR 1.114 and could have been finally rejected on the grounds and art 
of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the application prior to entry under 
37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action 
after the filing of a request for continued examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.1 14. 
See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 
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Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 18 December 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. They are a mere request to consider the amendment and arguments submitted 13 
March 2006. 

4. Examiner had considered said amendment and remarks, and adequately replied to such 
on 12 June 2006 in a Final Rejection. Examiner's reconsideration of the amendment and 
remarks has not yielded a change of determination; the final rejection was correct. 

5. In the interview summary, dated 23 October 2006, the examiner agreed that further 
search and consideration may be required in light of new amendments and/or arguments 
pertaining to clarifications of the significant bit and continuation flag. Such amendments and 
remarks must be written; it is improper for the examiner to place consideration on. oral 
statements not in the record. The examiner's position remains the validity of the original final 
rejection, and hence the validity of the rejection when the exact same claims and arguments are 
presented. 

6. Therefore, the rejection is maintained and made final for the reasons above and in the 
prior final action dated 12 June 2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 09/838,436 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2145 

8. Claims 1-28 and 30-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Girardot et al. (XML article, previously cited) in view of Shadmon et al. (6,804,677). 

9. For claims 1,11, Girardot teaches a method and system (Title and Abstract) for 
generating a data stream (Pp. 747-749, Sections 1 and 2) according to a binary format (P. 749, 
section 3, Paras. 1-2) of a tag-based description language (Section 3) comprising tokenizing tag 
names into numeric tokens (Tables 1 and 2) for use in the data stream (P. 750-751, section 3, 
example code 1), wherein the numeric tokens are in incrementally consumable form (Section 4, 
esp. section 4.3 re parsing tokens in order). 

10. For claims 12, 23, Girardot teaches a method and system (Title and Abstract) for 
receiving a well-formed document (Pp. 747-749, Sections 1 and 2) in a text format (P. 750, 
source doc 1) of a tag-based description language (section 3) and converting the document to a 
binary format format (P. 749, section 3, Paras. 1-2) via tokenization of the tag and attribute 
names (section 3) into numeric tokens (Tables 1 and 2), wherein the tokens are in incrementally 
consumable form (Section 4, esp. section 4.3 re parsing tokens in order). 

1 1 . For claim 16, Girardot teaches a method and system (Title and Abstract) for assembling 
data (Pp. 747-749, Sections 1 and 2) into a document (P. 751, section 3, example code 2) 
according to a binary format (P. 749, section 3, Paras. 1-2) by tokenizing the tag and attribute 
names (section 3) into variable sized numeric tokens (Tables 1 and 2), wherein the numeric 
tokens are in incrementally consumable form (Section 4, esp. section 4.3 re parsing tokens in 
order). 

12. For claim 20, Girardot teaches a method and system (Title and Abstract) for receiving a 
document (Pp. 747-749, Sections 1 and 2) formatted according to a binary format (P. 749, 
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section 3, Paras. 1-2) of a tag-based description language (section 3), wherein the document is 
consumed incrementally (Section 4, esp. section 4.3 re parsing tokens in order), and directly 
parsing the data in the document for use by another element in a computer system (section 4). 

13. For claims 27, 37, Girardot teaches a method and system (Title and abstract), including a 
transmitting device (P. 761, Fig. 2) transmitting a streaming fashion data (Pp. 747-749, Sections 
1 and 2) formatted according to a tag-based description language (section 3), for generating a 
data stream according to a binary format (P. 749, section 3, Paras. 1-2) of the tag-based 
description language (Tables 1 and 2), comprising: 

a. For each unique tag name, at the first time a tag name of the data is encountered, 
tokenizing the tag name into a numeric token and transmitting the token and the text 
associated with the tag name (section 3), wherein the numeric tokens are in incrementally 
consumable form (section 4); and 

b. At any time subsequent to the first time that the tag name of the data is 
encountered, transmitting the numeric token without the text (sections 3 and 4.2). 

14. For claim 38, Girardot teaches a method and system (title and abstract) for generating a 
data stream (Pp. 747-749, Sections 1 and 2) according to an XML binary format (P. 750, col. 1, 
Para. 2), comprising tokenizing tag names and attribute names into variable sized numeric tokens 
(section 3), wherein the numeric tokens are in incrementally consumable form (section 4), 
wherein said tokenizing of attributes enables values natively stored as binary data types to be 
inserted into the data stream (section 3), wherein said tokenizing of tag names includes inserting 
a name definition construct into the data stream the first time a tag name is encountered for 
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purposes of recreating the tag names by a device that receives the data stream (section 4), 
thereby decreasing parsing time (section 4.2). 

15. Further regarding claims 1, 11, 12, 16, 20, 23, 27, 37, and 38, Girardot does not expressly 
disclose having the most significant bit of at least one token be designated as a continuation flag. 
Shadmon teaches a method and system (title and abstract) of handling XML documents (col. 1, 
line 1 - col. 11, line 45), by encoding XML components via tokens (col. 12, line 59 - col. 13, 
line 45 and col. 14, lines 1-10), wherein the numeric tokens are in incrementally consumable 
form by having the most significant bit of at least one token be designated as a continuation flag 
(col. 14, line 37 - col. 16, line 50). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have added Shadmon's teachings to Girardot in order to handle XML documents 
wherein the order of presented objects is critical to maintain (col. 14, lines 35-60). 

16. For claims 2, 28, Girardot teaches tokenizing attribute names into numeric tokens 
(section 3; tables 1 and 2). 

17. For claims 3, 30, Girardot teaches that said numeric tokens for tag names are variable 
sized (P. 750, table 1). 

1 8. For claims 4, 3 1 , Girardot teaches that said numeric tokens for attribute names are 
variable sized (P. 750, table 1). 

19. For claims 5, 13, 17, 24, 32, Girardot teaches that said tokenizing of attributes enables 
values natively stored as binary data types to be inserted into the data stream (P. 750, col. 1, 
Para. 2). 

20. For claims 6, 14, 18, 25, Girardot teaches that said tokenizing of tag names includes 
inserting a name definition construct into the data stream the first time a tag name is encountered 
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for purposes of recreating the tag names by a device that receives the data stream (P. 751, section 
4). 

21. For claims 7, 15, 19, 22, 26, 33, Girardot teaches that the tag-based description language 
is extensible markup language (XML) (P. 750, col 1, para. 2). 

22. For claims 8, 34, Girardot teaches that the tokenizing of the tag and attribute names 
decreases the time elapsed parsing the data stream by a device that receives the data stream, the 
time being decreased relative to the parsing of a corresponding text-based format of the tag- 
based description language (P. 752, section 4.2). 

23. For claims 9, 35, Girardot teaches that the tokenizing of the tag and attribute names 
decreases overhead incident to formatting data for representation according to the tag-based 
description language (P. 751, col. 1, section 4.0, Paras. 1-2). 

24. For claims 10, 36, Girardot teaches that the tokenizing of the tag and attribute names 
decreases the size of the resulting data file formatted according to the tag-based description 
language (P. 748, col. 1, para. 2; P. 748, col. 2, para. 4; P. 751, col. 1). 

25. For claim 21, Girardot teaches that, before said parsing, said method includes converting 
the document to a text format of the tag-based description language (Pp. 752-753, section 4.2). 

Conclusion 

26. This is a continuation of applicant's earlier Application No. 09/838436. All claims are 
drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been finally 
rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first 
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action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Melvin H. Pollack whose telephone number is (571) 272-3887. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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